it's the new hate speech 


"During times of universal deceit, telling 
the truth becomes a revolutionary act." 
George Orwell 


For whom the smells troll 


Christopher Spivey — 17 June 2014 


Fuck me, isn’t it amazing how those quick to pounce are people who very rarely comment on my 
site, or have never commented at all? 


Indeed, if they were anymore transparent they would be see through. 
I am of course talking about the Rigby hoax and the gatekeepers for the elite. 
So I will now waste my time putting these clever cunts right. 


And those wide awake cunts on the David Icke forum too... Sorry worms, before you go getting all 
excited I should tell you that I don’t follow your forum — things get brought to my attention. 
Mind you, if you want a laugh, I can recommend the DI forum. 


Indeed, I would like to think that David is oblivious to the halfwits he has on there, but that would 
be pie in the sky since I know who runs my forum and what goes on in there despite very rarely 
having time to visit. 


Therefore, I would imagine the same applies to David... Perhaps he just stopped caring. 


Anyway, in case you don’t know what has been pounced upon, it is the fake wedding photos that I 
put on yesterday along with the copyright anomaly. 


You know the wedding photos I’m on about? 


The ones with two different grooms — One in a hat, the other a prat. 


Unless it is just the way that the faces have been played with, although 
fuck knows why anyone would manipulate the facial features of a 
bridegroom in his wedding photos... Either way, if the fella is anyone, it is 
Sara McClures fella Robert Sarjeant... 
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This is Robert pandaiindc: He made his facebook a couple of days after 
Rigby died... He isn't pretending to be Rigby in the Ist, he is in the second. 
Supposedly at a fancy dress ball, new years eve 2012. That is Jasmine 
Hodges with him. Jasmine is Aimee Wests friend. Do you think that 
Jasmine thinks that she is stood next to Lee Rigby? Course she doesn't. 
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Thats Sara & Robert. Sara first met Robert in July 2013, started a 
relationship with him in October and had a baby in May 2014... Don't try 
work it out, although the Sun said babeee Bobbeee was 2 months early. 
But | deal with that in 'Look Back in Anger’. 

The 2nd photo is Sara's friend Natalie Lord. The good Lord family have a 
lot of explaining to do. The Lords allegedly live across the road from the 
Rigbys... | deal with that in 'Look Back in Anger’. 

Natalie is seen here with her long time partner Chris 'roachy' Amos. 
They have been together a long time. | deal with that in ‘Look Back in 
Anger'. 
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Chris Amos also likes to pretend that he is Lee Rigby... Do Natalie and 
Sara know that? Yes course they do. 
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2 FUSILIER LEE RIGBY, ‘ 
Pate TAKEN FROM US OWN 22.5.2013 #835 


WWW .IN FIDELSOFBRITAIN .COM 


It is just a shame that the Infidelsofbritain don't know who Lee Rigby is. So 
they decided to use 3 different ones... The first one being Karl Whittle of 
course. 

Mind you, the 2nd one doesn't look like Robert Sarjeant despite it being a 
wedding photo. 

Someone ought to tell the Infidels that their poster should read: 


Fusiliers Lee Rigby's 
One of them taken from us in 2012, the other two are fine. 


I would like to talk to Chris, but since the bigger players refuse to speak to 
me I doubt he would either... That fella next to him could almost be a Lee 
Rigby couldn't he? 
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Matey above actually looks like this Lee ‘iodine: thes a be Karl Whittle if 
Karl wasn't dead... But this Lee Rigby definitely isn't Sarjeant or Amos that 
is for sure. 

This photo - supposedly a spur of the moment photo taken by a pal - 
judging by the quality - appeared in the Chimp along with some others, in 
an interview given to the Newspaper after the two Michaels had been 
sentenced in Feb 2014. 

Yet all of the photos were credited to Les Wilson, a photographer regularly 
used by the Monkey Boys, who also took some new, high resolution 
photos of Aimee for that very same interview... Yet why would this one 
and 2 or 3 others that appeared in the article, and which appear to have 
been taken by 'pals' be credited to Les Wilson. 

After all, Wilson wouldn't have known Lee and Aimee when this was 
taken, which must have been taken sometime between August 2012 and 
Febuary 2013. Moreover, he is a professional not an amateur. 

Perhaps Les Wilson was also buying up the copywrite to other peoples 


work... That sort of thing is very common apparently. 


I mean this is how the Rigbys wedding photos come to be syndicated... 
Apparently. 


I will just pause to let you know that the article in question can be accessed by clicking HERE 


Sorry, my bad, I have also just noticed that the article was written after the two Michaels were 
convicted in December, not sentenced in February... My memory is getting worse... Lucky then 
that it makes no difference. 


I mean, I can only take so many new commenters in one day... And I hate to excite the wide awake 
club... Even though another day has passed where I haven’t felt the need to appear alongside Peter 
Tatchell on GayTV TCP TPV... That's the one. 

I knew I would remember if I tried hard enough... Anyone know how that's going now? 


Just wonderin’? ... Now people have stopped financing it. 


Course, I suppose that simple explanation on the copyright anomaly would explain why a wedding 
photographer from Nuneaton took the following photo 
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Although why another Lee Rigby to the 4 we have already had would be in a photo of the 
Northumberland Fusiliers, yet be been based in London is beyond me. 


Never the less, the following photograph of Aimee and another Lee Rigby (as in a different Rigby 
to the one in the piggyback photo and the Rigby in the Northumberland Fusiliers photo) that 
appeared in the aforementioned Chimp article is obviously also an amateur photo, taken by a mobile 
phone or something. 


© Les Wilson 


See? Very poor quality, some would even say grainy... I reckon Les got ripped off myself. 


Course, the Lee Rigby in this photo does indeed look to be the Karl Lee Whittle Rigby. 


Gets awfully confusing doesn’t it? 


OSWNSs.com 


I see SWNS own the Copyright to Karl's photo... But I have used it and paid fuck all to do so. 
Never the less, Karl is dead. And so is Rigby... Some of them. 
Course, if Sarjeant was playing Rigby on New Years Eve 2012 and Rigby (one of him anyway) 


didn’t die until the 22nd of May 2013 — why the fuck didn’t he play himself on New Years Eve 
2012. 


I suppose he just mustn’t like fancy dress. 
Never the less, Les Wilson couldn’t possibly have taken those two photos of ‘Siggers’ posing with 


Aimee because realistically — unless Wilson is a stalker — the photos would have had to be taken 
when he took the photos of Aimee for the article in December 2013. 


Which would mean that he was photographing Aimee posing with a corpse — whose head should be 
hanging off. 


Moreover, if Wilson had taken the photos, they would have been really professional looking 
pictures, taken on a top notch camera and massive in size. 


Indeed, I would imagine that the poor quality photo which appeared in the Chimps Aimee article 
would have looked something like this if Les Wilson had taken it. 
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I mean, you can see that this one is a professional job... It is in fact actually 2048 megawhatsits in 
size and you can still just keep zooming in on it without it pixelating or fuck all... How marvellous 
is that? 


In fact, try it for yourselves, go on... Just click on it and zoom. 


And then click on Les Wilsons crap one... The one that he presumably bought from Aimee’s mate 
in order to copyright it. 


I then suppose that having laid out cash for a family type snapshot alongside having taken the new 
photos of Aimee for the article, Les Wilson insisted that the Monkey Boys use his newly purchased 
crappy version of the photo because he owns the copyright to it... How naive was I? 


© Les Wilson 


Mind you, fuck knows why Aimee is pretending to be an RMP. 


I mean, I know that she is pretending because all RMP’s are automatically given the rank of 
Corporal so as they have jurisdiction over Privates... And anyway, Aimee is a Sergeant in the Army 
Cadets... And Lee was a Cadet instructor not a fusilier. 
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Here is Lee with his fellow cadets. 


FUCK ME ANOTHER ULTRA PROFESSIONAL PHOTOGRAPH! 


Go on then, fill ya boots and have a zoom. 


Course, before anyone begs to differ, I should tell you now that I back up every word I say about 
these 4 fine fellas — Gary, Lee, Dean and Tony. 


And where do I back my words with hard evidence? 

“IN LOOK BACK IN ANGER” 

Exactly. 

Imagine that though? 

A national hero who was a private in the cadets and didn’t know how to wear his beret correctly... 
It is about time we had a plaque made for Woolwich in order to honour him for his act of heroism, if 


you ask me. 


Not that I have found out what that act of heroism is yet, you understand. 
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But anyway, that is the copyright mystery solved... Any cunt can just use any other cunts 
photographs whenever they like regardless of whose name is on the copyright even when they are 
wedding photos. 

However, I should just point out to all of you people about to get married: Make sure that you get 
along with your photographer or else he won’t let you use them... Probably. 


And of course, the wedding photo anomaly that I brought up has also been explained away for me. 


Oh yes, it turns out that the wedding photos are not photoshopped at all... How fucking silly do I 
feel. 


You know the wedding photos that I am talking about? The big military affair where you never see 
a guest in the photos. 


That sentence will no doubt have the men in G-strings reaching for their top notch cameras. 


Never the less, I best remind you of the photo that I’m on about. 
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Now, yesterday I stated somewhat incorrectly that the tall Grave to the left is in the wrong place. 


And its not...Someone put the building across the road in the wrong place. 
And you can see the wedding car in this photo. 


Course, the thing is with these infrequent to never before commenters and clever cunts over on 
Ickes forum (and such other places where the government shills dwell), is that they will point out 
the mistakes whilst remaining schtum on the other anomalies... Such as the fucking building having 
been deliberately photographed to look like a church, that is never the less in the wrong fucking 
place. 
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How do you shift a whole fucking building a minimum of 6 ft to the left without photoshopping? 


I mean, they will mention that the building isn’t the church, having taken the time and effort to go 
on google maps and investigate... Strangely enough you can’t do the same on Bing maps — unless 
that just applies to me of course. 


Which wouldn’t surprise me because I’m banned from lots of places. 
But these clever cunts won’t tell you what that strange grave like cross thing is next to Becci’s arm. 


It certainly isn’t this thing mounted on concrete. 
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But then again, they wouldn’t point such things out would they? 


I mean, these cunts are only interested in discrediting my work, not pointing out that the 
WEDDING PHOTOS, WITH TWO DIFFERENT BRIDEGROOMS AND A BRIDE THAT 
NEVER MARRIED THE CUNTS ANYWAY ARE STILL PHOTOSHOPPED. 


And when you look at this photo (which was with the ones that these helpful sorts were kindly 
pointing out that I was wrong about), they made sure that they didn’t mention one or two things that 


still go to show that the photos were photoshopped. 
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Like the fact that the photographer took one hell of a panoramic photo to say that he was stood way 
back inside the church to take it... After all, this is the same photo as the one above where the 
couple are cropped at the waist, and which shows even more background than this one cropped at 
the sides. 


Never the less, that ramp is a bit fucking dangerous what with the way that it juts up a good inch or 
SO. 


Its a fucking good job that old people don’t go to church, else they would need a ramp to get on the 
ramp... Funny how it is a different ramp to the ramp on the actual church though. 
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But lets pretend that you didn’t notice that. 
After all, the point is to discredit — not contribute. 


Which will be why, despite this photo being the same photo as the one with the couple cropped at 
the waist, no one bothered to point out that the path is different at Lee Rigby’s (or at least this Lee 
Rigby) arm. 
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Or maybe it is just the way that the photos cropped... Then again, whichever one of those that it 
might be... 
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It is still fucking wrong. 
Indeed it is in fact quite obvious that the path is nice and straight with an edging kerb either side. 


So really, the archway set on brick piers should be seen evenly on either side of Lee and Bex in the 
photos. 


But since it isn’t — in fact you can hardly see it — then the photographer must have taken the photo 
from a point off centre to the couple. 


Which is a strange thing to do for a wedding photographer. 
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So, if they are stood one either side to the centre of the ramp, and the 
photographer must have been stood way back in the church to get their full 
bodies in you not only have to ask how he got such a panoramic shot (see 
the cropped version) but the angle of this photo is also fucked up. 


- : . 


— -* SS SS — 
Sy igen 4 yl = 
oy é =F : 

if teat) 1? ot 
Sis “3 } paw 


ua: 3* - 


a Se dl a sa —_ . ‘ >. 


= =  _ es 
But you also have to ask: If the photographer was stood slightly to the left 
of centre, why is the background showing as having been taken 
excessively to the right of centre? 
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So taking the centre line on the ramp as the centre line of the path as 


shown in the photo above this one, some cunt shifted the background too 
far to the left. 
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the place that the photo the 
white line points to was 
taken 
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Understand? Now look at these. 


St \nne inithe Grove 
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Yet you cant see the sign because the background is too far to the left. 
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What you should see is something like that 
arm... He's not fucking Popeye you know? 
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As for the car? Well | suppose when showing the wedding album they 
could have said: "This is us in our jacked up wedding car outside the place 
opposite to where we got married... the other me was going to tell the 
photographer to have the car parked on the other side of the road so as he 
could get the church that we pretended to get married in, in the 
background but I! or should that be he, thought | might upset him and then 
we would never be allowed to show you these photos because of the 
copyright... Becci isn't happy with them either are you love? Woops, my 
bad, she isn't really here, but despite the angle the photo is taken from, the 
windows on the place opposite where we didn't really get married sunk... 
Oh well, shit happens". 
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But hey, everyone knows that wedding photographers take photos to deceive don’t they. 


Never the less, the important point is that the photos are photoshopped which ever way you look at 
it. 


Now, who isn’t happy with Michael Adebolajo being Michael Adebolajo... I mean, Michael 
Adebolajo can’t look like all the Michael Adebolajo’s can he? 


Justine: A bird fit for an extremist Muslim 
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Ome of the mamy faces of Adebolajo 
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Adebolajo and Justine... Honestly honest. 
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Looks a bit bald here doesn't he 
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Adebolajo in 2006 
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Adebolajo 2007 
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Adebolajo late 2010 


Adebolajo 2013... The one on the left is his official mug shot so why nee ‘the 
background been cut out? ee 
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Moreover, his eyes have been altered 
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But its Michael Adebolajo... Although that isn’t his real name, in the same way that Robert Sarjeant 
isn’t called Lee Rigby. 


Course it is a typical troll trick to seize on something that they can use to discredit the work whilst 
ignore the rest that they haven’t got an answer for. 


So fuck you ya fucking idiots... Because I have another 100,000 words and untold photos for you 
to try pick holes in yet. 


Like how the fuck Adebowale grew his thumb back for instance. 


© Julia Quenzier/central news 


| first began to suspect that Adebowale had all his digits intact 
after this court drawing showed the alleged severed thumb 
hooked in his waistband 
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Some pixilated his thumb 
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Others still just put a little black line nowhere near his thumb. Yet there is 
no dripping blood from it, or his leg which was supposedly "pouring" 
and I cant see any on his stomach either. However | can see that he is 
wearing a bullet proof vest underneath a black jacket underneath a thick 
coat on a warm day, hence everyone else was just in short sleeve 
shirts... ls it standard procedure to leave a blooded knife within easy 
reach of him... Or he could grab the cops gur(see photo above this one).. 
Shouldn't the coppers be wearing latex gloves?... Adebolajo also had a 
big coat on. And some of you still believe that this old fanny is true 


Looks okay to me... | also forgot to ask why they didn't use the 
blooded knife as an exibit in court rather than the un-used ones 
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The Gun: Once again the MSM want it always. They want us to 
believed that they are linked to extremist groupsf/terrorist cells, etc. 
Yet then they go out on a job with that fucking old thing... What the 
fuck is that all about? 
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Man With .40 Caliber Hollowpoint Gunshot Wound In His Arm 
(Graphic) 


I'd expect a hollowpoint to do more damage to be quite honest. 


Live fir 


Real gun shot wounds... Just sayin 


Man With .40 Caliber Hollowpoint Gunshot Wound In His Arm 
(Graphic) 


I'd expect a hollowpoint to do more damage to be quite honest. 
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And here is another couple of thumb shots that | found later on 


Supposedly taken by a bystander... If his thumb was blown off you 
would zoom in on that shit. 
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Mind you, I bet ya can’t make a decent job of discrediting that either. 


Just batin’. 


See ya, wouldn’t like to be ya, byyyeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee. 


By Needlz - Woolwich/Lee Rigby, Written by me 
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